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Response to Amendment 

This Office Action is in response to a communication made on September 2, 

2007. 

Claims 15-35 have been cancelled. 

Claims 36-49 have been newly added. 

Claims 1-14 and 36-49 are pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 4-5, 7, 9, 12, 14, 36, 39-40, 42, 44, 47, and 49 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Hino (7237029). 

Regarding claims 1 and 36, Hino teaches a method to indirectly control at least 
one media peripheral via a communication network, the method comprising: 

identifying (Column 8, lines 1 - 4) by a first system, at a first location (Column 7, 
lines 1 - 6, the control device), the at least one media peripheral (Column 6, lines 65 - 
67, the home appliance) communicatively coupled to a second system, at a second 
location (Column 6, lines 41 - 51, the gateway (GW) apparatus); 
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establishing a communication link between the first system and the at least one 
media peripheral (Column 8, lines 12-14; lines 22 - 25); 

selecting, at the first location, an operation of the at least one media peripheral 
(Column 8, lines 4 -11); 

requesting performance of the selected operation on the at least one media 
peripheral (Column 8, lines 12-15); determining authorization of the performance of 
the selected operation (Column 19, lines 4 -10; lines 21 -22); 

performing the selected operation on the at least one media peripheral if the 
authorization is successful (Column 8, lines 22 - 25); and 

not performing the selected operation on the at least one media peripheral if the 
authorization is not successful (Column 8, lines 20 - 22). 

Regarding claims 4 and 39, Hino teaches the method of claims 1 and 36 
wherein the communication link is established via a wired or a wireless connection 
(Column 9, lines 8- 10). . 

Regarding claims 5 and 40, Hino teaches the method of claims 1 and 36; 
wherein the operation comprises one of: powering said media peripheral on or off; 
scanning said media peripheral in angle about at least one axis of rotation; transferring 
stored media from the media peripheral to the first system; transferring stored media 
from the first system to the media peripheral; transferring software from the first system 
to the media peripheral; transferring status information from the media peripheral to the 
first system; initiating a test of the media peripheral; initiating a trick mode of the media 
peripheral; determining whether the media peripheral is within communication range of 
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the second system; putting the media peripheral into a sleep state; and changing a 
parameter of the media peripheral (Column 9, lines 17-18). 

Regarding claims 7 and 42, Hino teaches the method of claims 1 and 36, 
wherein at least one of the first system and the second system comprises a personal 
computer based media processing system (Column 9, lines 8-10). 

Regarding claims 9 and 44, Hino teaches the method of claims 1 and 36 
wherein the first system comprises a server of a media provider (Column 9, lines 8 - 
10). 

Regarding claims 12 and 47, Hino teaches the method of claims 1 and 36 
wherein the establishing the communication link is initiated by the first system (Column 
15, lines 25-31). 

Regarding claims 14 and 49, Hino teaches the method of claims 1 and 36 
wherein the establishing the communication link is initiated via a web site (Column 12, 
lines 21 -24; lines 30-44). 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2-3, 8, 37-38, and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Hino in view of Krzyzanowki (2004/0003051). 
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Regarding claims 2 and 37, Hino teaches the method of claims 1 and 36. 

Hino does not explicitly indicate wherein the at least one media peripheral 
comprises one of a digital camera, a personal computer, a digital camcorder, a MP3 
player, a mobile multi-media gateway, a home juke-box, and a personal digital 
assistant. 

Krzyzanowski teaches a home appliance gateway (Paragraph 34) that includes 
one of a digital camera, a personal computer, a digital camcorder, a MP3 player, a 
mobile multi-media gateway, a home juke-box, and a personal digital assistant 
(Abstract). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to increase the home appliances that the gateway to monitor in 
Hino to include the many other devices controlled in Krzyanowski in order to expand the 
variety of devices that can be remotely controlled in Hino. 

Regarding claims 3 and 38, Hino teaches the method of claims 1 and 36. 

Hino does not explicitly indicate wherein the at least one media peripheral 
comprises a processor running at least one of media capture software and media player 
software. 

Krzyzanowski teaches a home appliance gateway (Paragraph 34) that includes a 
media peripheral that comprises a processor running at least one of media capture 
software and media player software (Abstract, the MP3 player and Figure 1 , element 
108, the camera). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to increase the home appliances that the gateway to monitor in 
Hino to include the many other devices controlled in Krzyanowski in order to expand the 
variety of devices that can be remotely controlled in Hino. 

Regarding claims 8 and 43, Hino teaches the method of claims 1 and 36. 

Hino does not explicitly indicate wherein at least one of the first system and the 
second system comprises a television based media processing system. 

Krzyzanowski teaches a home appliance gateway (Paragraph 34) that includes 
the abilitly to control and transmit video, like baby monitors, security cameras, and 
television signals (Paragraph 34). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to increase the home appliances that the gateway to monitor in 
Hino to include the many other devices controlled in Krzyanowski in order to expand the 
variety of devices that can be remotely controlled in Hino. 

Claims 24 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hino in view of Eytchison (6363434). 

Regarding claims 6 and 41, Hino teaches the method of claims 1 and 36. 

Hino does not explicitly indicate wherein at least one of the first system and the 
second system comprises a set-top-box based media processing system. 

Eytchison teaches a gateway that can control a plurality of home appliances, 
wherein the gateway can be a set-top-box (Column 4, lines 32 - 38). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Eytchison's teaching of a home server being a set-top-box in 
Hino's system in order to allow the gateway to be more convenient and available to a 
home residence. 

Claims 10 and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hino in view of Park (6580149). 

Regarding claims 10 and 45, Hion teaches the method of claims 1 and 36. 

Hino does not explicitly indicate wherein the first system comprises a server of a 
service provider. 

Park teaches a system for controlling home appliances (Abstract) that includes 
sending a command to a service provider, which in response establishes a link to the 
home appliance (Column 3, lines 27 - 37). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Park's teaching of providing the commands through a 
service provider in order to allow connection through an easy to find webpage. 

Claims 13 and 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hino in view of Ito (6510212). 

Regarding claims 13 and 48, Hino teaches the method of claims 1 and 32. 

Hino does not explicitly indicate wherein the establishing the communication link 
is initiated via a telephone call. 
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Ito teaches an appliance controlling system (Abstract) that establishes the 
connection using a telephone call (Figure 9, element 401 and 402). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Ito's teaching of the phone call in Hino's system in order to 
allow a connection to be initiated through the phone lines instead of through the 
internet. 

Claims 11 and 46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hino in view of Daum (6665384). 

Regarding claims 11 and 46, Hino teaches the method of claims 1 and 36. 

Hino does not explicitly indicate wherein the first system comprises a server of a 
peripheral manufacturer. 

Daum teaches a remote control of appliances that includes the controlling party 
being the manufacturer (Column 2, lines 25 - 36). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Daum's teaching of allowing the manufacturer to control the 
devices in Hino, in order to take advantage of any support and monitoring the 
manufacturing provides for home items. 

Prior Art 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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U. S. Patent No. 6813715 issued to Yi, because it discloses a home portal for 
remotely connecting to a home network. 

U. S. Patent No. 6005861 issued to Humpleman, because it teaches a home 
multimedia network with external devices. 

U. S. Patent No. 6275865 issued to Zou, because it teaches a home network for 
controlling and monitoring media devices. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin Bates whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3980. The examiner can normally be reached on 9 am - 5 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571 ) 272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Kevin Bates 
July 20, 2007 



